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A favorite idea of our day in the department of natural 
science has passed over into the possession of all sciences, 
namely, the idea of development. Theology has not escaped 
its influence. Christian History is conceived from its stand- 
point. Men who have come under its sway find themselves 
emancipated from much unpalatable doctrine, and claim to 
have reached a better comprehension of Christian truth. 
This may indeed be the case. There are, however, many 
difficult problems which this idea does not seem to solve, and 
many others which an acceptance of it creates. One of these 
latter problems is disclosed in the attitude of criticism which 
many holders of the idea of development assume towards the 
Bible. They feel themselves on a higher point than that of 
the writers of the Bible, with wider horizons. By reason of 
this they feel capable of judging between the false and the 
true in morals and religion, the right and the wrong, as 
they are revealed and enforced in the Bible. Much, there- 
fore, which it approves they condemn. Much, which it 
opposes, they cannot but regard as justifiable and right. 
Indeed, to them the Scriptures cease to be an authority, a 
norm of doctrine and practice. They themselves possess 
the standard according to which its statements are to be 
measured. 

It cannot be denied that this spirit of criticism is wide- 
spread. Some who would sincerely and heartily deny that 
they hold such a notion are practically acting upon it in their 
treatment of the Book. When it is claimed, as many 
Christian men claim to-day, that the theology of the past 
cannot be the theology of the present, indeed, that « ' every 
age must have its own theology," they may be very right 
17 
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and they may be very wrong. Such a statement has a deep 
and never-to-be-forgotten truth in it. But it may come from 
a spirit and be inspired by an energy which in its final issue 
would overthrow the authority of the Scriptures. What is 
meant when one demands that this age have its own 
theology ? Is it that every age must make its own interpre- 
tation of the Bible, must draw for itself from that inex- 
haustible Source? Is it that these living truths must be 
transplanted into the soil of the present and be made to live 
here also? Is it that no second-hand system, no last-century 
series of notions of what the Bible teaches, can be made to 
satisfy the needs of this century ? To such an understanding 
of the proposition every thinking man, who has no theology 
of the past centuries to defend, will agree. But to affirm in 
such phrase that the truths of the Bible, its ethics and 
theology, will not meet the demands of our time, that they 
belong to a lower stage of development and afford no 
standard of judgment, no ideal of conduct, to which this age 
can unite itself — this is a very different thing. And when 
one reads some of the discussions of Bible facts and truths 
from the pens of Christian scholars among us, one sometimes 
cannot help asking himself, ' ' Has this learned scholar ever 
made clear to himself just what his position in relation to the 
Bible is; has he ever thought through this fundamental 
question and determined his attitude toward the Scriptures? 
Or, does he prefer to remain in a kind of haze and uncer- 
tainty, and from this convenient point enjoy the freedom of 
criticism and questioning about the Word?" It may be well 
to remember that the old fashioned virtue of honesty is not 
likely to pass out of the line of virtues by any possible evolu- 
tion of the species; — though, after all, it is not so much 
honesty as thoughtlessness that is manifested in such cases. 
To such unthinking spirits — unthinking in this particular 
relation to Biblical truth, intelligent and scholarly enough 
in all else, — and to any others who may stand consciously or 
not in the same relation, may be commended the lessons of 
history. Past criticisms of Biblical morality and religion 
have not been as a rule successful. The age that has set 
itself to judge the Word has been in the end judged by the 
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Word and found wanting ; and the verdict pronounced has 
been assented to by those who have followed. Such ex- 
periences, which are "writ large" in the history of the 
centuries since Christ, may well suggest a very important 
thought. May it not be true that as the horizons of the Bible 
have proved themselves to be broader than those of so many 
single minds and even ages which have sought to measure it, 
so it still remains in our age really larger than our instru- 
ments can reach? It too embraces a history; it embodies 
human lives, the Life ; it sweeps the centuries with its span. 
Our standards are the standards of a particular age. Granted 
that the age moves with the movement of the spheres, it is 
well to remember that the earth is ever whirling round the 
sun and twisting on its own orbit. It is folly to take the 
earth for the center of things, and equal folly may be ex- 
hibited in subjecting the Bible to the standards of our 
satellitic age. Our philosophy, our theology, our ethics, it 
may be, do not furnish basis enough, do not see far enough, 
have not gotten high enough, to supply the place of the 
Bible, to look over it, or down upon it. Who knows that it 
will not last when we are gone? Who knows that its horizons 
do not reach from the beginning to the end? Who knows 
that the true wisdom may not be to acknowledge its judg- 
ments to be higher and deeper, and with reverence and 
courage, to help tear down all that would hide or mar its real 
essential greatness, and thus to seek to put oneself into 
harmony with its eternally valid teachings and to lead others 
into obedience to its Words of life ? 



"Why are biblical scholars raising so many questions 
which concern the very foundations of our faith ? These 
things are our life. We believe in them and love them far 
more than any earthly possessions. What can justify these 
men in casting doubt upon them ? Can there be any benefit 
adequate to excuse the grave injury which these queries and 
discussions about the Bible are inflicting upon the faith and 
life of religious people?" This is the attitude of not a few 
thoughtful and serious persons. It presents itself as a real 
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objection against the efforts of biblical "critics," even the 
most earnest and devout of them, however well-meaning 
they may be and however pure may be their motives. Is it 
really worth while? Do these efforts bring more harm than 
good? Do they not raise doubts where none have existed? 
Do they allay doubts, where doubts are already present? 

It is not needful to dwell on the blessings of a firm and 
living faith. To believe on the Gospel of God is the highest 
of human achievements and its consequences the completest 
satisfaction of the human spirit. In the light of this belief 
the folly and the cruelty of shaking it may well be seriously 
considered. When he observes the fatal results of a ship- 
wreck of faith, the biblical teacher, if he has sympathy and 
insight as well as learning, will hesitate long before he takes 
a position in respect to the Bible which opposes hitherto ac- 
cepted views or seems to weaken the fundamentals commonly 
believed. Indeed, will anything justify him? If these were 
purely matters of human science, the case would be different. 
The scientific man follows truth wherever it may lead. What 
the results may be which would flow from an acceptance of 
his views are matters of small concern to him. However, 
this "argument from consequences, to which no science ever 
pays much heed when embarked on the voyage of discovery," 
assumes a very different aspect when it deals with the souls 
of men and their spiritual possessions. What is going to be 
the result of this doctrine ? — is a very important consideration 
with the biblical student and religious teacher. How far it 
should influence him and what should be his attitude toward 
it, are questions coming very near to him and his work. 

Without discussing this larger subject, one or two sugges- 
tions may be offered dealing solely with the question of the 
disturbance of faith by new views of the Bible. Satisfaction 
and rest are only safe and enduring when faith stands on 
firm ground. A flaw on the foundation may not trouble me 
to-day and to-morrow, but the house will tumble down some 
day. If I enjoy my present comfort now, it is at the cost of 
future danger and expense. To shut the eyes before facts 
about the Bible will not permanently benefit my faith. It 
will secure a temporary respite but final damage. Taking for 
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granted that modern criticism of the Bible has some truth in 
it, that the work of earnest, devout and learned men in the 
last half-century has produced and is producing some good 
fruit, shall we quarrel with them and warn them because they 
press it upon our attention when it is in some respects revo- 
lutionary and disturbing. Shall we say, ' ' Leave us alone to 
our faith in the Old?" If so, and the truth is with them, 
who will have the worst of it? Too many people believe in 
their faith instead of believing in the facts on which faith 
must rest. Too many people prefer the satisfaction that 
comes from believing in anything, to that which comes from 
believing in the Truth. Men have often an unquestioning 
faith which cannot stand a test. It has never been tested. 
Perhaps they do not want it tested. But when the probing 
is made, when the foundations are examined, the man wakes 
up to find that his faith rests on many supports or on noth- 
ing. Dr. Dale in his ' ' Living Christ and the Gospels " gives 
a very striking instance of such a case. The belief was 
superficially grounded. The basis was removed by the results 
of biblical criticism. The man was in despair. For a time all 
faith was gone. Is such faith safe? Was not such testing 
an inestimable blessing? It destroyed the old foundations 
but transferred the faith to better and enduring ones. 

Grave religious problems confront biblical scholars to-day 
and none more grave than this of the relation of the new bib 
lical scholarship to the popular faith. Caution and candor 
must go hand in hand. Criticism may be a servant of Satan. 
It may be abused to work spiritual havoc among unprepared 
minds. Yet that is not the fault of criticism but of its un- 
thinking advocates. It may be the handmaid of faith. We 
believe that, all things considered, it is an instrument of 
truth. Used with wisdom and courage it will do invaluable 
service in extending sound knowledge and establishing solid 
faith in the Truth of God and His Word. Its advocates, if 
they are wise, will always keep in mind the argument from 
consequences and give it its full weight. Yet they will look 
at it from the larger standpoint, remember that there are 
good consequences somewhat farther off, perhaps, but still 
certain to come, which, in their coming, will make up in 
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over-abundance of blessing for the possible temporary and 
immediate consequences of ill. At any rate true loyal schol- 
ars will never be deterred by this argument from uttering, 
in the proper time and way, with reverence and yet with 
courage, the new truth which it has been granted them to 
discover. 



" If A book can be learned by heart, unquestionably that is 
the best way of knowing it." This statement is made by a 
writer who is giving advice in regard to the study of .the 
Bible. He is advocating memorizing of Scripture as the 
ideal way of studying it. Without doubt that is with some a 
favorite method. It was one largely practised by the fathers. 
"Learning a chapter in the Bible" was a not uncommon 
punishment for youthful transgression and an equally custom- 
ary means of securing a reward, as employed by the Bible 
teachers and godly parents of old time. It has many excel- 
lent results. The mind is filled with Scripture phrases. In 
times of trial and difficulty, in sudden temptation, the very 
words of some warning proverb or comforting promise flash 
across the soul and become mighty to help in withstanding 
the enemy. In controversy or discussion, in the sharp 
struggle with the doubter or inquiring soul, a Christian 
worker finds his ability to quote the Scripture passages that 
bear on the point, standing him in good stead. All this is 
true, and yet there is something to say on the other side. 
Memorizing tempts to superficial understanding. It is as 
easy to commit to memory words which have but little 
meaning as words of weighty significance. Not infrequently 
a passage of Scripture loses for a long time all its depth and 
power simply because it has been subjected to this parrot- 
like process. The tongue rattles it off and the soul finds no 
help thereby. It is very hard to persuade people to study 
with anything like earnestness passages like John 14 and 
Psalm 23, because "they are known by heart " and presum- 
ably do not need to be known any better. They are in reality 
farthest from being known by heart. Only those students 
know them thus who have felt through them, pored over 
them, lived in them. To know one chapter of the Bible by 
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honest study of its real meaning, to know it so as to be able 
to reproduce it not in the same words but in one's own words 
is better than twenty chapters merely memorized. The 
Christian worker will make a better combatant in the inquiry 
room or the debating hall by knowing the Biblical doctrines 
through and through tban by being able merely to repeat 
texts verbatim. This emphasis on memorizing comes very 
often from those earnest Bible students who are sincere 
believers in the extremest form of the doctrine of verbal 
inspiration. If that form of the doctrine is capable of stand- 
ing the test and satisfying the facts of the Scripture itself, 
then it would be more reasonable to exalt the method of 
memorizing. But if it cannot be sustained, then with all 
that can be said in favor of memorizing Scripture, the state- 
ment is none too strong that " if a book can be learned by 
heart, unquestionably that is the worst way of learning it." 



The whole Christian world has recently been called to 
mourn the death of one of its greatest preachers. The shadow 
of the passing away from earth has brought out into clearer 
prominence the supreme element in that life, — its faith in 
God and the Bible. Without doubt men need to have the 
importance of that element in Christian character and life 
continually emphasized. It is especially necessary when an 
intellectual apprehension of the Bible and a critical study of 
its contents, so much in vogue among us, are seeming to 
depreciate the value of the believing element in the knowl- 
edge of God's Word. There is a tendency among scholars in 
every branch of investigation to look with suspicion upon the 
believing faculty. They are inclined to regard it as some- 
thing to be checked, repressed, needing a ball and chain to 
restrain it from intrusion into the higher and more real 
realms of investigation. This tendency may easily run away 
with a man until in some cases the ability to believe anything 
is entirely lost and the student dwells in the chilly air of crit- 
ical negativism. A danger, which none of us who are Bible 
students should overlook, and whose influence none should 
underrate, lies in the approach to this position, that criticism 
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and faith seem to stand as opposite extremes between which 
there is an impassible gulf. Is there a believing faculty? 
Is faith a normal and necessary element in life ? Is it, as the 
philosopher has said, "the confidence of reason in itself," 
by the loss of which the very center of a man's being is 
thrown into confusion and darkness? Is it, as certainly was 
true in Mr. Spurgeon's case, the stimulus to the noblest 
labors, and the means of achieving success in them ? Is it 
the background and attending spirit in Christian investigation 
on every field, in the Bible, most of all? This we heartily 
accept as true, and, in view of it, call for a different attitude 
toward faith on the part of students. We invite them to a 
cultivation of belief. Why not ? If believing is as real a thing, 
and as truly a human capacity, as thinking, why not cultivate 
the believing faculty as well as the intellect? Why devote 
years to careful training, education, of the one, and continue 
to confine the range and cramp the energies of the other? 
Is the "confidence of reason in itself" something to be dis- 
couraged or to remain undeveloped? Is that which is the 
hidden spring of energy on all fields of human endeavor, in 
religion and in Bible study preeminently so, to be left to 
itself or forbidden to appear among the forces of Christian 
scholarship ? While it would look as though the attempt was 
being made in some quarters to disparage faith in the sphere 
of Bible study and scholarship, it is certain that only a 
thoroughgoing conscious endeavor after the cultivation of 
belief is the condition of lasting fruitful success here as 
everywhere in life. 

But what is meant by this phrase ? Should the scholar be 
urged to devote, himself more earnestly to cultivating belief, 
he would be likely to reply, ' ' You are inviting me to become 
superstitious or at least credulous." He would regard it as a 
request to get into the believing frame of mind, in short to 
believe everything. But does a man cultivate the intellect by 
knowing everying? Neither does he cultivate belief by be- 
lieving everything. As the intellect is trained by knowing 
the best, so is faith trained by believing the best. And when 
specific principles are sought for the latter achievement, at 
least three of them are these: cultivate belief (1) by candid 
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examination of the evidence, (2) by willingness to yield as- 
sent to good evidence, (3) by so living as to realize your con- 
victions. These principles will apply in all spheres of life 
and especially in the study of the Scriptures. The younger 
generation of students and ministers who may be just em- 
barking on this sea of critical study would do well to bear 
them in mind. One should cultivate belief as certainly as 
any other faculty of the being. It cannot be safely neglected. 
In faith, as in knowledge, should be sought that which is 
real. It should be believed in with all the heart. They who 
neglect this wise activity, who disparage the training of the 
believing faculty, who deny it a place in the necessary cul- 
ture of self, are most in danger of falling into the actual 
credulity of negativism and the wise blindness of merely crit- 
ical knowledge. 



